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Qpi nion by Walters, Adm nistrative Tradenmark Judge:

Robert Bosch GtbH has filed an application on the
Principal Register to register the mark for services
identified, as anended, as “providing training in the use
and application of conputer prograns which interface with
enbedded aut onotive control software for the purposes of
testing, nmeasuring and application of hardware, but
excluding all those aforesaid goods being used in the field

of navigation including navigational systens for vehicles
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in particular electronic travel pilots and el ectronic
maps,” In International C ass 41.EI

The Exam ning Attorney has issued a final refusal
requiring the subm ssion of substitute speci mens show ng
use of the mark in connection with the sale or advertising
of the identified services.

Appl i cant has appeal ed. Both applicant and the
Exam ning Attorney have filed briefs, but an oral hearing
was not requested. W reverse the refusal to register.

The specinmens subnmitted with the application are
described by applicant, inits April 5, 2000 response, as
i ncl udi ng phot ographs that “show signage at a di splay booth
at its headquarters where guests are informed about the
trai ning services which applicant offers.” The specinens
consi st of excerpts froma namgazine entitled Real Ti nes,
whi ch appears to be directed to prospective and existing
clients of applicant’s services. The page submtted

descri bes an “in-house event” conducted by applicant for

1 Application No. 75/455,278, filed March 23, 1998, based on use in
commerce, alleging first use as of June 1994, and first use in conmerce
as of February 1997. The application also includes goods identified as
“comput er progranms which interface with enbedded autonotive contro
software for the purposes of testing, neasuring and application of
hardwar e, but excluding all those aforesaid goods being used in the
field of navigation including navigational systens for vehicles in
particular electronic travel pilots and electronic maps,” in
International Class 9. However, the acceptability of the specinens
submitted in connection with these goods is not at issue in this

appeal



Serial No. 75/455,278

its customer, Vol kswagen AG at its custonmer’s prem ses.
The article includes a photograph of an exhibit booth
clearly exhibiting the mark ETAS. B The magazi ne excer pt
submtted al so includes a picture of applicant’s
headquarters in Germany with a sign in front of the
bui | di ng upon which the mark, ETAS, appears.

The Exam ning Attorney contends that the service mark
speci nens are unaccept abl e because “neither the sign
outside the applicant’s building nor the photograph of the
mark at a display booth at a client’s facility refer to the
services.” The Exam ning Attorney argues that neither the
phot ographs nor the text of the article “indicate that
applicant is providing the training services identified in
t he application.”

Contrary to the Exami ning Attorney’ s contentions, we
find that the speci nens are acceptabl e evidence of the use
of the mark, ETAS, in connection with the services
identified in the application. The nmark appears in the
phot ograph in connection with a booth at applicant’s event
which, fromthe text of the article excerpted, appears to

be a training session. The nature of applicant’s service

2Wiile it is clear fromthe article that the pictured event and booth
is in Wlfsburg, Germany, the magazine is in English and we mnust

concl ude, because applicant has verified the use of the mark on the
speci mens in conmerce, that the magazine is distributed in the United
St at es.
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does not need to be spelled out in greater detail on the
speci nen. W concl ude that the specinens of record are
adequate to support the use of the mark ETAS in connection
with the identified services.

Deci sion: The refusal to register on the ground that
t he speci nens are unacceptabl e evidence of service mark use

in connection with the identified services is reversed.



